Introduction {#dey216s10}
============

Continuing advances in therapy mean that many girls and young women can now expect long-term survival following a diagnosis of cancer, and thus there exists a rapidly increasing population of survivors of childhood and young adulthood cancer ([@dey216C41]). Increasing importance is therefore placed on the quality of their survivorship and their risk of 'late effects' from their successful treatment ([@dey216C27]; [@dey216C3]). The possible impact on fertility is one of the consequences of cancer treatment of greatest importance to patients ([@dey216C28]).

The adverse effects of cancer treatment on fertility in both men and women have been recognized for many years, and the importance and establishment of fertility preservation as part of current medical practice is recognized in international guidelines ([@dey216C23]; [@dey216C25]). What is less clear, however, is the overall extent of post-cancer loss of fertility within a population, as investigation of this issue has often focused on specific diagnoses or otherwise selected patient groups ([@dey216C8]; [@dey216C4]). The US Childhood Cancer Survivors Study (CCSS), which is based on self-reported questionnaires, has provided detailed analyses of fertility and pregnancy outcomes in relation to diagnosis and treatment using siblings as controls ([@dey216C39]; [@dey216C16]; [@dey216C10]). However, this and the British Childhood Cancer Survivors Study (BCCSS) ([@dey216C30]) are confined to those diagnosed before the age of 21 and 15 years respectively, with limited data on the extent of reduced fertility and pregnancy outcome in unselected populations ([@dey216C9]; [@dey216C11]; [@dey216C45]; [@dey216C17]). Additionally, studies of reproductive function in adult women have often used amenorrhoea or premature ovarian insufficiency (POI) as the key outcome ([@dey216C43]; [@dey216C19]) which may not closely reflect the experience of failure to conceive in these patients ([@dey216C22]; [@dey216C6]), additionally impacted by social, psychological and sexual effects of cancer and its treatment ([@dey216C15]; [@dey216C18]).

In Scotland, the availability of linkable databases of cancer registrations and pregnancy-related outcome records offers the opportunity to study whether women achieve pregnancy after a cancer diagnosis on a population basis.

Materials and Methods {#dey216s11}
=====================

Study population {#dey216s12}
----------------

Female patients with a record of a first incident cancer diagnosed below the age of 40 years between 1981 and 2012 in Scotland were identified from the Scottish Cancer Registry and linked to national general and maternity hospital discharge records to ascertain subsequent pregnancies (miscarriage, termination of pregnancy, or delivery of a still or live born infant) up until the end of 2014. Linkage to subsequent death records up to the end of 2014 was also performed (see [Supplementary Information Tables S1](#sup1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}--[S3](#sup3){ref-type="supplementary-material"} for ICD codes). Record linkage involved deterministic matching based on the Community Health Index (CHI) number, a unique identifying number used on all patient records in Scotland. Individuals were assigned to population-weighted fifths of deprivation scores ([@dey216C24]) by applying 1991 and 2001 census-derived scores to the periods of diagnosis 1981--1995 and 1996--2012, respectively. This is based on small area of residence, and is derived from four variables collected at each decennial census: social class, unemployment, overcrowding and car ownership.

Patients treated with radiotherapy and with chemotherapy in the first 2 years following the cancer incidence date from 1997 onwards were identified from Scottish Cancer Registry records; prior to 1997, acute hospital discharge records were used to identify any radiotherapy or chemotherapy treatments (see [Supplementary Information Tables S1](#sup1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}--[S3](#sup3){ref-type="supplementary-material"}). As these records do not contain all episodes of radiotherapy or chemotherapy treatment, any patients with no matching treatment records were recorded as Not Known.

Ethical approval {#dey216s13}
----------------

The study was approved by the Privacy Advisory Committee of the National Health Service National Services Scotland---study reference number XRB13215.

Standardized incidence ratio of subsequent pregnancy for all women with cancer {#dey216s14}
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

We compared the total number of pregnancies in the exposed group after cancer diagnosis to the number expected based on pregnancy rates in the general population from the date of cancer incidence to the date of death or 31 December 2014, whichever occurred first. Indirectly standardized incidence ratios (SIR) of pregnancy were calculated, standardized for age, deprivation quintile and calendar year of diagnosis. Pregnancy rates for the general population were calculated using mid-year population estimate denominator data sourced from National Records of Scotland. The overall impact of each cancer diagnostic group was calculated from the number of women with each diagnosis and its impact, as a proportion of the total pregnancy deficit.

Subsequent first pregnancy for women nulliparous at cancer diagnosis {#dey216s15}
--------------------------------------------------------------------

The second part of the study selected only women from the exposed group who had not been pregnant before their cancer diagnosis (or within 6 months of the date of cancer diagnosis to ensure exclusion of women diagnosed during pregnancy). Data on previous pregnancies were available from 1981 onwards. An unexposed control group, similarly required to have had no pregnancy outcome events before or within 6 months of the matching date, was created from the general population using the CHI database which includes all patients registered with a General Practitioner in Scotland. Controls were matched on age, deprivation quintile and year of cancer diagnosis. For exposed patients diagnosed between 1981 and 1997, the deprivation category of controls as at 1997 was used for matching because address details before 1997 (required to assign deprivation status) were not known. Three controls were selected for every member of the exposed group. Of the 30 813 controls, two were subsequently removed from the analysis due to incorrect linkage.

The primary outcome was the first pregnancy event (miscarriage, termination or delivery) occurring at least 6 months after the date of cancer incidence, or the corresponding date in matched controls. We also examined the proportions of pregnancies ending in miscarriage, termination, still birth or live birth, as well as the still birth and infant death rates.

Cumulative incidence curves were produced for each cancer type showing the cumulative incidence of first pregnancy and, separately, death over follow up time for the exposed cases and the controls ([@dey216C36]). Because mortality was an important competing risk, Fine and Gray competing risk models ([@dey216C13]) were used to calculate sub-distribution hazard ratios (HRs) and 95% CI for pregnancy. Four models were run to examine variations in the association between cancer and pregnancy by (i) duration of follow-up time (since hazards were not proportional over time); (ii) age group at diagnosis of cancer; (iii) deprivation quintile; and (iv) period of diagnosis of cancer. Both unadjusted HRs and HRs adjusted for age group at diagnosis, deprivation quintile, period of diagnosis and cancer type as appropriate were produced.

Three further models were run: (i) HRs for pregnancy for the different cancer types relative to the entire control group controlling for other factors. (ii) An extension of this model including an interaction term between period of diagnosis and cancer type to generate adjusted HRs by period of diagnosis for pre-specified cancer types of interest: leukaemia, Hodgkin lymphoma, breast, cervical and brain/CNS cancers. (iii) To examine the effect of treatment, run on a subset of the exposed group who were diagnosed from 1997 onwards and whose treatment could therefore be established from Scottish Cancer Registry records. The small number of patients for whom the treatment received was recorded as unknown were excluded from this analysis. All models were run in Stata version 14 MP (StataCorp LP, College Station, TX, USA). Model assumptions were checked by splitting follow-up time into three periods and comparing HRs during these periods.

Results {#dey216s16}
=======

All pregnancies following cancer diagnosis {#dey216s17}
------------------------------------------

This analysis included 23 201 women aged 39 or younger at time of cancer diagnosis ([Supplementary Information Table S4](#sup4){ref-type="supplementary-material"}). Overall the cancer survivors achieved a lower than expected number of pregnancies compared to the general population of women: 6627 observed compared to 10 736 expected pregnancies, SIR 0.62 (95% CI: 0.60, 0.63: Table [I](#dey216TB6){ref-type="table"}). Thus cancer survivors were approximately 38% less likely to achieve pregnancy after diagnosis. SIR was significantly reduced for women with all cancer types with the exception of liver cancer, which was the least prevalent. SIR ranged from 0.34 (0.31--0.37) for women with cervical cancer, to 0.87 (0.84--0.90) for skin cancers (Table [I](#dey216TB6){ref-type="table"}). The contribution of diagnostic groups to the overall pregnancy deficit (Fig. [1](#dey216F1){ref-type="fig"}) shows that cervical and breast cancer accounted for 26 and 21% of the pregnancy deficit, respectively, with additional substantial contributions (6--9% of the total deficit) from skin cancer, brain/CNS cancers, Hodgkin lymphoma and leukaemia. Table IStandardized incidence ratio for subsequent pregnancy in all women with cancer onset at age ≤39 years, 1981--2012.Women with cancerPregnancies following cancerNumber%ObservedExpectedSIR\*95% CILowerUpperTotal23201100.06627107360.620.600.63Type of cancer Colorectal5892.5981850.530.430.64 Liver630.311110.960.481.71 Bone2361.0991560.630.520.77 Skin (melanoma/non-melanoma)525222.6256329490.870.840.90 Connective and soft tissue3331.41261770.710.590.85 Breast517322.354714040.390.360.42 Cervix uteri349815.155216110.340.310.37 Ovary11294.94156580.630.570.69 Kidney2371.056900.620.470.81 Eye1220.531660.470.320.67 Brain, CNS10454.52084970.420.360.48 Thyroid9264.04996360.790.720.86 Hodgkin lymphoma9624.15858700.670.620.73 Non-Hodgkin lymphoma6732.92173230.670.580.77 Leukaemia10774.62354940.480.420.54 Other18868.13856080.630.570.70Age at cancer diagnosis (years) 0--1416387.15617780.720.660.78 15--24267411.5205229840.690.660.72 25--29337814.6190628210.680.650.71 30--34592625.5149326930.550.530.58 35--39958541.361514590.420.390.46Deprivation category at cancer diagnosis 1---Least deprived467120.1133821610.620.590.65 2445119.2127818750.680.640.72 3469020.2131420980.630.590.66 4476020.5142922310.640.610.67 5---Most deprived462920.0126823710.530.510.56Period of cancer onset 1981--1988462819.9129424220.530.510.56 1989--1996576524.8178032800.540.520.57 1997--2004632327.3218433030.660.630.69 2005--2012648528.0136917320.790.750.83Record of chemotherapy Yes627427.0101021100.480.450.51 No710730.6264232350.820.790.85 Not known982042.3297553910.550.530.57Record of radiotherapy Yes455719.665515250.430.400.46 No853836.8286235870.800.770.83 Not known1010643.6311056240.550.530.57[^1]

![The impact of specific cancer diagnoses on the overall pregnancy deficit. The data shown are the differences between the number of pregnancies expected and those observed for each diagnostic group over the period of this study, represented graphically as a proportion of the total pregnancy deficit. Thus women with cervical cancer aged up to 39 had 1059 fewer pregnancies than matched controls over the period 1984--2014, which was 26% of the total pregnancy deficit.](dey216f01){#dey216F1}

SIR was significantly reduced across all age at diagnosis and deprivation groups, and there were clear effects of both chemotherapy and radiotherapy (Table [I](#dey216TB6){ref-type="table"}). SIR varied strongly by period of cancer diagnosis, being lower for women with cancer diagnosed in the earlier periods: 0.53 (0.51, 0.56) for women diagnosed 1981--1988 compared to 0.79 (0.75, 0.83) for women diagnosed in 2005--2012. Skin cancer became much more frequent over the period of analysis (Table [I](#dey216TB6){ref-type="table"}): on reanalysis after excluding skin cancers, overall SIR was further reduced to 0.52 (0.51, 0.54), however, the effect of period was still very apparent.

First ever pregnancies following cancer diagnosis {#dey216s18}
-------------------------------------------------

This analysis included 10 271 women aged 39 or younger who were nulliparous at the time of their cancer diagnosis and 30 811 matched controls ([Supplementary Information Table S5](#sup5){ref-type="supplementary-material"}). The cumulative incidence of first pregnancy after cancer was markedly reduced, with overall adjusted HR = 0.57 (95% CI: 0.53, 0.61) for those with \>5 years follow-up (Table [II](#dey216TB7){ref-type="table"} and Fig. [2](#dey216F2){ref-type="fig"}). Adjusted HR was reduced for all diagnostic groups, showing similar general patterns to the SIR analysis with marked impacts of cancers of the cervix (0.22), brain/CNS (0.18) and leukaemia (0.21). Cumulative incidence of subsequent first pregnancy for these diagnoses and for breast cancer and Hodgkin lymphoma (Fig. [2](#dey216F2){ref-type="fig"}) highlight the very different patterns of subsequent pregnancy compared to age matched controls after these diagnoses (results for other diagnoses are shown in Fig. [3](#dey216F3){ref-type="fig"}). The impact of previous cancer on subsequent pregnancy was significant for women diagnosed in each age group, with the oldest age group showing a slightly reduced impact (Table [II](#dey216TB7){ref-type="table"}). There were no differences by deprivation category. Table IIHazard ratio for subsequent first pregnancy in nulliparous women with cancer onset at age ≤39 years, 1981--2012.Hazard ratioUnadjusted95% CIAdjusted95% CILowerUpperLowerUpperDuration of follow up following cancer diagnosis (1) \<1 year0.130.110.150.120.100.14 1--4 years0.410.390.440.360.340.39 ≥5 years0.790.740.850.570.530.61Cancer type (2) Colorectal0.280.190.400.260.180.38 Liver0.360.170.780.270.120.60 Bone0.490.370.650.300.220.39 Skin (melanoma and non-melanoma)0.840.780.900.660.620.72 Connective and soft tissue0.390.300.520.250.190.34 Breast0.200.170.230.300.260.35 Cervix uteri0.250.210.300.220.180.26 Ovary0.530.440.620.370.310.45 Kidney0.340.240.500.330.230.47 Eye0.240.140.420.210.120.37 Brain, CNS0.240.200.300.180.150.22 Thyroid1.030.891.200.690.590.81 Hodgkin lymphoma0.910.811.020.460.400.52 Non-Hodgkin lymphoma0.470.380.590.340.280.43 Leukaemia0.280.230.330.210.170.25 Other0.280.230.340.270.220.32Age at cancer diagnosis (years) (3) 0--140.390.360.420.370.340.39 15--240.370.330.410.370.330.41 25--290.380.350.420.360.330.40 30--340.390.350.440.390.350.44 35--390.520.440.620.530.440.63Deprivation category at cancer diagnosis (4) 1---Least deprived0.450.400.500.370.340.41 20.470.430.530.400.360.44 30.440.390.490.360.330.40 40.470.420.510.380.350.42 5---Most deprived0.450.410.500.370.330.41Period of cancer diagnosis (5) 1981--19880.300.270.330.200.180.22 1989--19960.400.370.440.340.310.37 1997--20040.630.580.690.610.560.67 2005--20120.630.570.700.620.560.69Chemo/radiotherapy status (6) Chemotherapy only0.380.320.450.430.340.53 Radiotherapy only0.570.450.740.660.500.86 Chemo and radiotherapy0.300.240.370.360.290.47[^2][^3][^4][^5][^6][^7][^8]

![Cumulative probability of first pregnancy after cancer diagnosis (red) in all women with cancer compared to population controls (blue), and in women with breast, cervical, brain/CNS cancers, Hodgkin lymphoma and leukaemia. Tables under each panel indicate the number of women with cancer and controls at the time of diagnosis, and at subsequent time points up to 30 years.](dey216f02){#dey216F2}

![Cumulative probability of first pregnancy after cancer diagnosis (red) in women with diagnoses other than those shown in Fig. [2](#dey216F2){ref-type="fig"} compared to population controls (blue). Tables under each panel indicate the number of women with cancer and controls at the time of diagnosis, and at subsequent time points up to 30 years.](dey216f03){#dey216F3}

As in the SIR analysis, the impact of cancer was much less for women diagnosed in more recent periods, despite possible limitations of shorter follow up with more recent diagnosis. Among women diagnosed with cancer in 1981--1988, adjusted HR for subsequent first pregnancy was 0.20 (0.18, 0.22) compared with 0.62 (0.56, 0.69) in women diagnosed in 2005--2012. Analysis of the effect of period of diagnosis revealed marked increases in adjusted HR for subsequent first pregnancy in more recent periods for breast cancer, Hodgkin lymphoma and cervical cancer (Fig. [4](#dey216F4){ref-type="fig"}), with in the latter case women diagnosed in the most recent period showing no significant effect on subsequent first pregnancy (HR = 0.88 (0.68, 1.14)). There was a very different pattern for leukaemia and brain/CNS cancers (Fig. [4](#dey216F4){ref-type="fig"}), with adjusted HRs remaining very low across all diagnostic periods.

![Adjusted HR (with 95% CI) for first pregnancy after cancer diagnosis by period of diagnosis for women with breast, cervical, Hodgkin lymphoma, leukaemia and brain/CNS cancers.](dey216f04){#dey216F4}

The proportion of first singleton pregnancies after cancer that ended in a termination was lower among women with previous cancer (with analysis by age at diagnosis showing this was significant in all age groups except the oldest) and the proportion ending in a live birth was correspondingly higher (Table [III](#dey216TB8){ref-type="table"}). The proportion of pregnancies achieved that ended in miscarriage or still birth was similar, as was the infant death rate for live births. Table IIIOutcomes of singleton first pregnancies among nulliparous women with cancer onset at age ≤39 years, Scotland, 1981--2012 and matched controls.Singleton first pregnancies following cancer onset/matching date to 31 December 2014Nulliparous women with cancerControl womenDifference95% CINumber%/rate\*Number%/rate\*LowerUpperTotal207110011772100Miscarriage2039.810959.30.5−0.91.9Termination23111.2172514.7−3.5−5.0−2.0Still birth80.4530.5−0.1−0.40.2Live birth162978.7889975.63.11.15.0Infant death127.4434.82.5−1.96.9[^9]

Discussion {#dey216s19}
==========

This analysis provides robust, population-based evidence for the effect of cancer and its treatment on subsequent pregnancy in women aged under 40 at the time of diagnosis. There was an overall reduction in the likelihood of pregnancy after diagnosis of 38% compared to the general population, with a comparable reduction in the incidence of first pregnancy after cancer. The reduction was seen in all groups by age at diagnosis and across the diagnostic spectrum, even in cancers which are predominantly managed surgically, although treatment with chemotherapy and radiotherapy were both shown to have important effects. There was no marked variation by deprivation index.

The clear reduction in overall impact on subsequent pregnancy by treatment period showed marked differences by diagnosis. The striking change for women with cervical cancer is likely to reflect changes in both the detection and treatment of early stages of cervical cancer, with widespread screening introduced in the 1980s, and the current development of fertility-sparing surgery ([@dey216C31]). Hodgkin lymphoma and breast cancer also showed improvement in chance of first pregnancy after cancer with more recent diagnosis. This improvement is in keeping with recent data ([@dey216C8]) showing limited overall impact of Hodgkin lymphoma in girls on the proportion subsequently achieving parenthood (although abdominal radiotherapy was associated with substantial reduction) and shows parallels to overall reductions in secondary mortality in Hodgkin lymphoma and other childhood cancers, associated with reductions in the use of radiotherapy ([@dey216C3]). The impact of breast cancer and its treatment may be augmented by prolonged adjuvant endocrine therapy in hormone-sensitive disease ([@dey216C38]), with the consequent reduction in fertility due to increasing age being of substantial importance, and concern over the potential impact of pregnancy on the risk of recurrence ([@dey216C5]).

In marked contrast leukaemia and brain/CNS cancers showed no improvement in the chance of subsequent first pregnancy over the 30-year period of analysis. Bone marrow transplantation (BMT) remains the most effective treatment for leukaemia in young people excluding children ([@dey216C37]; [@dey216C32]), and our findings reflect the high risk of loss of fertility associated with total body irradiation or high dose alkylating agent based chemotherapy as conditioning treatment before BMT for acute leukaemia ([@dey216C33]). For brain tumours effective treatments such as cranio-spinal radiotherapy can impact on later reproductive function ([@dey216C7]). Survivors of brain/CNS cancer may also have a significant neurocognitive impairment ([@dey216C12]) and are less likely to be married or cohabiting ([@dey216C14]; [@dey216C20]), illustrating some of the range of factors that impact on the likelihood of post-cancer pregnancy. Choosing not to have a (further) pregnancy after cancer, i.e. not to complete a previously intended family size, may also have an impact. This may underlie the effect of cancers which are largely managed surgically, such as skin cancers, and would not be expected to have an adverse effect on the reproductive system.

Reassuringly, our results show no increased risk of miscarriage or still birth among first pregnancies achieved after a cancer diagnosis. The slightly lower proportion of pregnancies among women with previous cancer that end in a termination of pregnancy may reflect more active planning of pregnancies in the cancer group, increased use of contraception, or continuation of more unplanned pregnancies: further research is needed to identify which of these factors have a role. Infant death following a live birth was uncommon in both the cancer and control groups, with no evidence of increased risk among the offspring of women with cancer. Although the present data show no reduction in the chance of live birth after cancer, previous studies have indicated that cancer survivors are at risk of a range of pregnancy complications including miscarriage, premature delivery and low birth weight, particularly associated with radiotherapy to a field that includes the pelvis for childhood cancer ([@dey216C11]; [@dey216C47]; [@dey216C30]; [@dey216C40]; [@dey216C17]; [@dey216C29]). The finding of a reduced prevalence of termination of pregnancy differs from a Danish analysis ([@dey216C46]); this may reflect both the size of the present analysis, and the accurate recording of this outcome.

The varied and changing but still reduced chance of pregnancy in young female survivors of cancer demonstrated here means that it remains important to identify those girls and women at significant risk to offer timely access to fertility preservation treatments ([@dey216C1]). These include oocyte vitrification in postpubertal women, although this requires ovarian stimulation, with significant time implications ([@dey216C2]; [@dey216C21]), or cryopreservation of ovarian tissue which has no lower age limit but requires a surgical intervention and may risk re-introducing malignant cells ([@dey216C23]). Appropriate longer term follow-up for those young females at risk of a reduced chance of a pregnancy after successful treatment of their primary cancer remains important ([@dey216C35]). Reproductive counselling, diagnosis and treatment of POI and access to assisted reproductive technologies should be a priority for young female cancer survivors who are deemed to be at high risk of a reduced chance of pregnancy ([@dey216C44]).

The largest datasets on pregnancy after cancer come from studies of childhood cancer survivors, with little comparable data from women diagnosed in adulthood. The CCSS has provided benchmark studies demonstrating this risk ([@dey216C42]; [@dey216C16]) although it is not population based. The relative risk for female survivors of ever being pregnant was 0.81 compared with siblings ([@dey216C16]), and a more recent analysis reported a hazard ratio for pregnancy of 0.87 in females who had been treated with chemotherapy but not radiotherapy to the brain or pelvis ([@dey216C10]). The BCCSS ([@dey216C30]) also reported that the number of live births observed from all female survivors was two-thirds of that expected, though that analysis is limited to girls aged under 15 years at diagnosis. A recent population based Swedish cohort study ([@dey216C4]) of 552 female survivors of cancer in childhood or adolescence (\<21 years) who were born between 1973 and 1977 showed that the HR for first live birth was 21% lower than for controls, with particular effects of CNS tumours and leukaemia. Our study, includes all girls and women diagnosed with cancer without potentially biased incomplete or selective follow-up and includes those who have received radiotherapy to a field that includes the brain or pelvis. This suggests a greater impact with adjusted HR of 0.37 for girls and young women in both the under 15 years and 15--24 age group. The present analysis now provides for the first-time robust analysis of the effect of cancer on the likelihood of a pregnancy, and of a first pregnancy, after all cancer diagnoses in girls and adult women, up to the age of 39.

While major strengths of this analysis are its size and unbiased, population based data, and the inclusion of women up to age 39, weaknesses include the necessarily short duration of follow-up of those most recently diagnosed, and the lack of detailed treatment information. The effect of cancer was confirmed here to be most marked in the early years after diagnosis, so the HR for those diagnosed in the most recent period will be a conservative analysis. Treatment information is at present not routinely collected in the national databases used in this study, but is important to allow more precise analysis of the effects of components of treatment regimens on fertility. The relative contributions of diagnosis/treatment related loss of fertility and psychological and social factors such as concerns over cancer recurrence and other health issues ([@dey216C34]; [@dey216C18]; [@dey216C26]) are unclear. Information on early miscarriage is also likely to be incomplete, as the data only include miscarriages managed in a hospital setting, but this is likely to affect data from cancer survivors equally to the general population.

In conclusion, this study shows the impact of cancer on the subsequent chance of pregnancy, both overall and of first pregnancy, in girls and women. A reduction in the chance of first pregnancy was seen across all ages at diagnosis and widely across diagnostic groups. We clearly show that the impact of cancer on the chance of subsequent pregnancy in young women is much \<20--30 years ago for some key diagnoses but remains present, and there has been no improvement in the impact on later pregnancy of other diagnoses, notably leukaemia and brain/CNS cancer. These data quantify the impact of cancer on subsequent pregnancy. They highlight the need for interventions to protect fertility in girls and young women with cancer at the time of diagnosis and to support women considering pregnancy once treatment is completed.
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[^1]: \*Standardized for age, deprivation and calendar year of cancer diagnosis; follow up from date of cancer incidence to death or 31 December 2014.

[^2]: Models based on 10 271 women with cancer and 30 811 general population controls except for chemo/radiotherapy effects: these models based on 2619 women with cancer receiving chemo/radiotherapy and 2473 not receiving chemo/radiotherapy. Follow up from date of cancer/matching to first pregnancy, death or 31 December 2014.

[^3]: \(1\) Hazard ratios relative to controls with same duration of follow-up.

[^4]: \(2\) Hazard ratios relative to matched controls for each cancer type.

[^5]: \(3\) Hazard ratios relative to controls of same age.

[^6]: \(4\) Hazard ratios relative to controls of same deprivation category.

[^7]: \(5\) Hazard ratios relative to controls matched in that period.

[^8]: \(6\) Hazard ratios relative to patients with cancer who did not undergo chemotherapy or radiotherapy.

[^9]: \*% of all first singleton pregnancies apart from for infant deaths which is per 1000 live births.
